EXPANDED BASIC RATES FOR 1984, 1989 AND 1992 BY COMPANY

Company Name....eeonuvecun.. cee

Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon

Paragon

Paragon

Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon

Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
- Paragon

Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon

Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications

Communications

Communications

Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications

Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications

Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications
Communications

SYSTEM NAME......... .

Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon

Paragon

Paragon

Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon

Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon

Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon
Paragon

Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable

Cable

Cable

Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable

Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable

Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable

of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of

of

of

of
of
of
of
of
of

of
of
of
of
of

of
of
of
of
of
of

Jamestown
Jamestown
Jamestown
Jamestown
Jamestown
Jamestown
Jamestown
Jamestown
Jamestown

Manhattan

Mt. Vernon

Newburgh
Newburgh
Newburgh
Newburgh
Newburgh
Newburgh

Oswego
Oswego
Oswego
Oswego
Oswego

Watertown
Watertown
Watertown
Watertown
Watertown
MWatertown

MUNICIPALITY...

Gerry #

Harmony
Jamestouwn #
Kiantone #
Lakewood #
North Harmony #
Panama

Poland #
Sinclairville #

New York

Mt. Vernon #

Cornwall #
Cornwall #
Marlborough #
New Windsor #
Newburgh #
Newburgh #

Minetto #
New Haven
Oswego #
Oswego #
Scriba #

Black River
Brownville
Brownvil le*
Glen Park
Hounsfield*
LeRay

County........

Chautauqua
Chautauqua
Chautauqua
Chautauqua
Chautauqua
Chautauqua
Chautauqua
Chautauqua
Chautauqua

New York
Westchester

Orange
Orange
Ulster
Orange
Orange
Orange

Oswego
Oswego
Oswego
Oswego
Oswego

Jefferson
Jefferson
Jefferson
Jefferson
Jefferson
Jefferson

DECEMBER 28,1992
RATE84 BASIC84

8.95
0.00
7.45
8.45
7.10
9.95
0.00
8.50
10.95

n.7n

8.50

7.00
7.95
0.00
7.95
7.95
10.00

9.95
0.00
9.95
9.95
9.95

9.75
9.75
0.00
9.75
0.00
9.75

12

12
12
12
12

12
23
23
11
1"
1
1
"
"
12
12
12
12

12
12

12

12

13.95

0.00
13.95
13.95
13.95
13.95

0.00
13.95
13.95

16.95

14.00

13.95
13.95
13.95
13.95
13.95
13.95

15.50

0.00
15.50
15.50
15.50

11.95
11.95
11.95
11.95
11.95
11.95
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27

27
27
27
27

27
27

28

30

26
26
26
26
26
26

12

12
12

12

13
13
13
13
13
13

19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95

21.95

19.95

21.55
21.55
21.55
21.55
21.55
21.55

21.47
21.47
21.47
21.47
21.47

21.75
21.75
21.75
21.75
21.75
21.75

BASIC92

35

36
36
36
36
36
36

38
38
38
38
38

39
39
39
39
39
39



EXPANDED BASIC RATES FOR 1984, 1989 AND 1992 BY COMPANY

Company Name...... ceneas

Paragon Communications
Paragon Communications
Paragon Communications
Paragon Communications

Pleasant TV Co.

Preston Hollow Civic Ass'n, In

Princetown Cable Co., Inc.

Queens Inner Unity Cable Syste

Rural TV Cable
Rural TV Cable

Sammons Communications,
Sammons Communications,
Sammons Communications,
Sammons Communications,
Sammons Communications,

Semmons Communications,
Sammons Communications,
Sammons Communications,
Sammons Communications,
Sammons Communications,

Inc,
Inc.
Inc.
Inc.
Inc.

Inc,
Inc.
Inc.
Inc.
Inc.

Selectavision of Cazenovia,
Selectavision of Cazenovia,

Selectavision of Cazenovia,
Selectavision of Cazenovia,
Selectavision of Cazenovia,

In
In

In
In

SYSTEM NAME............... eeeeena .

Paragon Cable of Watertouwn
Paragon Cable of Watertown
Paragon Cable of Watertown
Paragon Cable of Watertown

Pleasant TV Co.

Preston Hollow Civic Ass'n, Inc.

Princetown Cable Co., Inc.

Queens Inner Unity Cable Systems

Rural TV Cable
Rural TV Cable

Sammons-Cortland
Sammons-Cortland
Sammons-Cortland
Sammons-Cortland
Sammons-Cortland

Sammons- Johnstown
Sammons - Johnstown
Sammons - Johnstown
Sammons- Johnstown
Sammons- Johnstown

Nuview TV, Inc,
Nuview TV, Inc.

Nuview TV, Inc.
NuView TV, Inc.
NuView TV, Inc.

MUNICIPALITY...

pamelia
Rutland
Watertown
Watertoun

Shandaken

Rensselaerville

Princeton*

Queens*®

Canaseraga
Greenwood

Cortland
Cortlandville
Homer

Homer

McGraw

Gloversville
Johnstown
Johnstown
Mayfield
Mayfield

Augusta
Kirkland
Madison
Madison
Marshall

DECEMBER 28,1992

County..nuecunn RATE84 BASIC84
Jefferson 9.75 12
Jefferson 9.75 12
Jefferson 9.75 12
Jefferson 9.75 12
Ulster 8.00 7
Albany 5.00 4
Schenectady 0.00 0
Queens 12.95 40
Allegany 0.00 0
Steuben 0.00 0
Cortland 7.00 16
Cortland 7.00 16
Cortland 7.00 16
Cortland 7.00 16
Cortland 7.00 16
Fulton 7.25 12
Fulton 7.25 12
Fulton 7.25 17
Fulton 7.00 17
Fulton 7.00 17
Oneida 9.00 12
Oneida 9.50 12
Madison 15.25 12
Madison 9.00 12
Oneida 9.00 12

11.95
11.95
11.95
11.95

11.00

7.00

0.00

17.95

10.00
10.00

10.50
10.50
10.50
10.50
10.50

10.00
10.00
10.25
10.25
10.25

9.00
9.00
10.35
9.00
9.00
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13
13
13
13

13

51

10

el
21
a1
21
21

24
24
26
26
26

12
12
a2
12
12

21.75
21.75
21.75
21.75

15.00

7.00

16.95

22.95

19.00
19.00

20.20
20.20
20.20
20.20
20.20

19.50
19.50
19.50
19.50
19.50

18.45
18.45
18.45
18.45
18.45

BASIC92

39
39
39
39

18

30

57

16
15

18
18
18
18
18

32
32
32
32
32

27
27
27
27
27



EXPANDED BASIC RATES FOR 1984,

Selectavision
Selectavision
Selectavision

Selectavision
Selectavision
Selectavision

of Cazenovia,
of Cazenovia,
of Cazenovia,

of Cazenovia,
of Cazenovia,
of Cazenovia,

Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.

Simmons Communications, Inc.

Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.

Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.

Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.

Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.

Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.

Simmons Communications, Inc.
Simmons Communications, Inc.

In
In
In

In
In
In

Nuview TV, Inc.
NuView TV, Inc.
NuView TV, Inc.

Selectavision
Selectavision
Selectavision

Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable

Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable

Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable

Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable

Simmons Cable
Simmons Cable

of
of
of

v
v

™
v
™
v
v
v

v
v
v
v

v
v
v
v
v
v
v

TV
v

1989 AND 1992 BY COMPANY
SYSTEM NAME........civvenncencnnnns

Cazenovia, Inc.
Cazenovia, Inc.
Cazenovia, Inc.

of Chittenango
of Chittenango

of Ellenville
of Ellenville
of Ellenville
of Ellenville
of Ellenvitle
of Ellenville

of Owego
of Owego
of Owego
of Owego

of River Valley
of River Vvalley
of River Valley
of River valley
of River Valley
of River valley
of River Valley

of Salamanca
of Salamanca

MUNICIPALITY...

Oriskany Falls
Sangerfield
Waterville

Cazenovia
Cazenovia
Nelson

Chittenango #
Sutlivan #

Ellenville #
Fallsburgh #
Mamakating #
Rochester #
Wawarsing #
Woodridge #

Candor #
Owego #
Owego #
Tioga #

Barker
Lisle #
Lisle #
Marathon #
Marathon #
Triangle* #

Whitney Point #

Great Valley #

Madison
Madison
Madison

Madison
Madison

Ulster
Sullivan
Sullivan
Ulster
Ulster
Sullivan

Tioga
Tioga
Tioga
Tioga

Broome
Broome
Broome
Cortland
Cortland
Broome
8roome

Cattaraugus
Little valley # Cattaraugus

DECEMBER 28,1992
RATE84 BASIC84

9.00
9.00
9.00

9.95
9.95
9.95

8.00
8.00

8.50
9.95
7.00
9.00
8.50
9.00

9.00
9.00
10.00
9.00

0.00
9.00
9.00
9.00
9.00
0.00
9.00

11.00
11.00

18
18
18

13
13

10
10
10
10
10
11

11
1
1
11

10
10
10
10

10

"
11

9.00
9.00
9.00

15.25
15.25
15.25

15.25
15.25

10.85
11.50
10.97
12.54
10.85
11.49

17.70
17.70
17.70
17.70

0.00
16.95
16.95
16.95
16.95

0.00
16.95

14.50
14.50
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12
12
12

21
21
21

22
22

1
16
"
1
1
16

18
18
18
18

16
16
16
16

16

1"
11

18.45
18.45
18.45

17.25
17.25
17.25

20.45
20.45

18.70
18.70
18.70
18.70
18.70
18.70

22.65
22.65
22.65
22.65

22.50
22.50
22.50
22.50
22.50
22.50
22.50

24.75
24.75

BASIC92

27
27
27

24
24
24

34
34

21
21
21
21
21
21

23
23

23

26
26
26
26
26
26
26

18
18



EXPANDED BASIC RATES FOR 1984, 1989 AND 1992 BY COMPANY

Company Name......cceceecnncues

Simmons Communications,
Simmons Communications,
Simmons Communications,

Simmons Communications,
Simmons Communications,

Inc.
Inc.
Inc.

Inc.
Inc.

So. Cayuga County Cablevision

So.

Cayuga County Cablevision

S$o. Cayuga County Cablevision

So.

Staten Island Cable
Staten Island Cable

TCI
TCI
TCI
TCI
TCI
TCI

TCI
TCl
TCl
TCl
TCI
TCl
TCl
TC1

TCl
TCI

Cayuga County Cablevision

SYSTEM NAME

Simmons Cable TV of Salamanca
Simmons Cable TV of Salamanca
Simmons Cable TV of Salamanca

Simmons Cable TV of Walton
Simmons Cable TV of Walton

So. Cayuga Co. Cablevision
So. Cayuga Co. Cablevision
So. Cayuga Co. Cablevision
So. Cayuga Co. Cablevision

Staten Island Cable
Staten Island Cable

TC1
TCl
TCI
TCl
TCI
TCI

TCl
TCl
TCI
TCI
TCI
TCI
TCI
TCl

TCI
TCl

of
of
of
of
of
of

of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of

of
of

New
New
New
New
New
New

New
New
New
New
New
New
New
New

New
New

York-Adams
York-Adams
York-Adams
York-Adams
York-Adams
York-Adams

York-Boonville
York-Boonville
York-Boonville
York-Boonville
York-Boonville
York-Boonville
York-Boonville
York-Boonville

York-Brookhaven
York-Brookhaven

MUNICIPALITY...

Little Valley #
Salamanca #
Salamanca #

Walton #
Walton #

Genoa
Locke
Moravia
Moravia

Staten Island*
Staten Island*

Adams
Adams
Ellisburg
Ellisburg

. Mannsville

Rodman

Boonville
Boonville
Constableville
Leyden

Lyons Falls
Lyonsdale

Port Leyden
West Turin

Bel lport
8rookhaven

DECEMBER 28,1992
RATE84 BASIC84

Cattaraugus 11.00 "
Cattaraugus 10.50 11
Cattaraugus 11.00 11
Delaware 9.00 "
Delaware 10.50 11
Cayuga 0.00 0
Cayuga 8.00 1"
Cayuga 8.00 1
Cayuga 8.00 1
Richmond 0.00 0
Richmond 0.00 0
Jefferson 8.95 12
Jefferson 8.95 12
Jefferson 0.00 0
Jefferson 0.00 0
Jefferson 0.00 0
Jefferson 0.00 0
Oneida 9.40 12
Oneida 8.95 12
Lewis 8.95 12
Lewis 8.95 12
. Lewis 8.95 12
Lewis '8.95 12
Lewis 8.95 12
Lewis 8.95 12
suffolk 8.95 12
suffolk 8.95 12

14.50
14.50
14.50

15.37
15.37

0.00
8.00
8.00
8.00

14.95
14.95

14.00
14.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

14.00
14.00
14.00
14.00
14.00

14.00 -

29.00
14.00

16.25
16.25
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1"
1"
11

16
16

1
11
1"

44
44

29
29

0o 0 oo

29
29
29
29
29
29
12
29

33
33

24L.75
24.75
24.75

21.55
21.55

15.00
15.00
15.00
15.00

19.95
19.95

20.45
20.45
20.45
20.45
20.45
20.45

20.45
20.45
20.45
20.45
20.45
20.45
20.45
20.45

21.50
21.50

BASIC92

18
18
18

23
23

25
25
25
25

52
52

31
3
3
31
31
31

3
3
3
3
31
31
3
31

31
n



EXPANDED BASIC RATES FOR 1984, 1989 AND 1992 BY COMPANY

TCI
TCI
TCI

TCI

TC1
TCI

TCI1
TCI

TC1
TCI
TCI1
TCl1
TC1
TCl1
TC1
TCI
TCl1
TCI
TCI
TCl
TCI

TCl
TCl

TC1
TC1
TCl
TCI

SYSTEM NAME....

TCI
TCI
TCI

TCI

TC1
TCI

TCl
TCI

TCI
TCI
TCI
TCI
TCI
TCI
TCI
TCl1
TCl1
TC1
TC1
TC1
TCI

TCI
TCI

TC!
TCI
TCI
TCI

of
of
of

of

of
of

of
of

of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of

of
of

of
of
of
of

New
New
New

New

New
New

New
New

New
New
New
New
New
New
New
New
New
New
New
New
New

New
New

New
Neuw

York-Brookhaven
York-Brookhaven
York-Brookhaven

York-Buffalo

York-Camden
York-Camden

York-Central Sq.
York-Central Sq.

York-Kingston
York-Kingston
York-Kingston
York-Kingston
York-Kingston
York-Kingston
York-Kingston
York-Kingston
York-Kingston
York-Kingston
York-Kingston
York-Kingston
York-Kingston

York-Lowville
York-Lowville

York-Mexico
York-Mexico

New York-Mexico
New York-Mexico

MUNICIPALITY...

Lake Grove
Patchogue
Poquott

Buffalo

Camden
Camden

Central Square
Hastings

Esopus
Hurley
Kingston
Kingston
Marbletown
Red Hook
Red Hook
Rhinebeck
Rhinebeck
Tivoli
Ulster
Ulster
Woodstock

Lowville
Lowville

Mexico
Mexico
Parish
Parish*

Suffolk
Suffolk
Suffolk

Erie

Oneida
Oneida

Oswego
Oswego

Ulster
Ulster
Ulster
Ulster
Ulster

- Dutchess

Dutchess
Dutchess
Dutchess
Dutchess
Ulster
Ulster
Ulster

Lewis
Lewis

Oswego
Oswego
Oswego
Oswego

8.95
8.95
8.95

8.50

8.00
9.00

8.00
8.50

7.95
7.95
7.95
7.95
7.95
8.00
8.00
7.95
8.00
8.00
7.95
7.95
7.50

9.40
0.00

8.50
8.00
0.00
0.00

DECEMBER 28,1992
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12
12

1

12

12
12

12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
23

12
12

16.25
16.25
16.25

15.50

10.95
10.95

10.95
10.95

15.75
15.75
15.75
15.75
15.75
15.75
15.75
15.75
15.75
15.75
15.75
15.00
15.75

14.00
0.00

10.95
10.95

0.00
10.95
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33
33
33

12
12

12
12

24
24
24
24
24
r
24
24
24
24
24
25
25

29

12

12

12

21.50
21.50
21.50

21.05

10.95
10.95

18.80
18.80

20.95
20.95
20.95
20.95
20.95
20.95
20.95
20.95
20.95
20.95
20.95
20.95
20.95

20.45
20.45

10.95
10.95
10.95
10.95

BASIC92

31
3"

42

12
12

35
35

3
3
k3
3
31
31
3
31
31
3
31
31
31

n
31

12
12
12
12



EXPANDED BASIC RATES FOR 1984, 1989 AND 1992 BY COMPANY

Company Name.......ccevvunnn.. SYSTEM NAME. .. ....ciienecncinnncnns
TCl TCI of New York-Poughkeepsie
TCI TCI of New York-Poughkeepsie
TCI TCI of New York-Poughkeepsie
TCI TCI of New York-Poughkeepsie
TCI TC! of New York-Pulaski

TCI TCI of New York-Pulaski

TC1 TCI of New York-Pulaski

TCIl TCI of New York-Pulaski

TCI TCI of New York-Pulaski

TCI TC1 of New York-Schenectady
TCl TCI of New York-Schenectady
TCI TCI of New York-Schenectady
TCI TCI of New York-Schenectady
TCI TCI of New York-Sylvan Beach
TCI TCI of New York-Sylvan Beach
TCI1 TCI of New York-Westchester
TC1 TCI of New York-Westchester
TCi TCI of New York-Westchester
TCI TCI of New York-Westchester
TC! TCl of New York-Westchester
TCl TCI of New York-Westchester
TCI TCI of New York-Westchester
TCl TCI of New York-Westchester
TCl TCI of New York-Westchester
TCI TCI of New York-Westchester
TCI TCI of New York-Westchester
TCI TCI of New York-Westchester
TCI TCI of New York-wWestchester

MUNICIPALITY...

La Grange
Pleasant valley
Poughkeepsie
Poughkeepsie

Laconia
Pulaski
Richland
Sandy Creek
Sandy Creek

Niskayuna
Rotterdam
Schenectady
Scotia

Sylvan Beach
Vienna

Ardsley
Bronxville
Dobbs Ferry
Eastchester
Elmsford
Greenburgh
Hstngs-on Hud
Irvington
Mamaroneck
Mamaroneck
New Rochelle
North Castle
Pelham

County........

Dutchess
Dutchess
Dutchess
Dutchess

Oswego
Oswego
Oswego
Oswego
Oswego -

Schenectady
Schenectady
Schenectady
Schenectady

Oneida
Oneida

Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester

DECEMBER 28,1992
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11.00 1
11.00 "
11.00 1
11.00 19
8.50 12
8.00 12
8.00 12
8.50 12
8.50 12
8.50 22
8.50 22
8.50 22
8.50 22
9.50 12
8.50 12
9.00 33
10.25 33
9.00 10
10.25 33
9.00 33
9.00 33
9.00 33
9.00 33
10.00 33
9.95 33
10.25 33
9.00 33
10.25 33

15.00
15.00
15.00
15.00

10.95
10.95
10.95
10.95
10.95

16.25
16.25
16.25
16.25

11.95
11.95

15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
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29
29
29

12
12
12
12
12

30
30
30
30

24
24

33
33
33
33
33
33
33
33
33
33
33
33
33

18.45
18.45
18.45
18.45

10.95
10.95
10.95
10.95
10.95

20.45
20.45
20.45
20.45

11.95
11.95

19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95

BASIC92

35
35
35
35

12
12
12
12
12

32
32
32
32

24
24

38
38
38
38
38
38
38
38
38
38
38
38
38



EXPANDED BASIC RATES FOR 1984, 1989 AND 1992 BY COMPANY
SYSTEM NAME......ccvvenen. .

TCI
TCl1
TCl1
TCI
TCI
TCI
TCI

TCI

TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR

TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR

TKR
TKR

Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable

Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable
Cable

Cable
Cable

Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.

Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.
Co.

Co.
Co.

TCl1
TCI
TCI
TC!1
TCI
TCI
TC1

TCl1

TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR

TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR
TKR

TKR
TKR

of
of
of
of
of
of
of

of

New York-Westchester
New York-Westchester
New York-Westchester
New York-Westchester
New York-Westchester
New York-Westchester
New York-Westchester

New York-Westhcester

Cable Co. (Ramapo)
Cable Co. -(Ramapo)
Cable Co. (Ramapo)
Cable Co. (Ramapo)
Cable Co. (Ramapo)
Cable Co. (Ramapo)

Cable Co. (Rockland)
Cable Co. (Rockland)
Cable Co. (Rockland)
Cable Co. (Rockland)
Cable Co. (Rockland)
Cable Co. (Rockland)
Cable Co. (Rockland)
Cable Co. (Rockland)
Cable Co. (Rockland)
Cable Co. (Rockland)
Cable Co. (Rockland)
Cable Co. (Rockland)
Cable Co. (Rockland)

Cable Co. (Warwick)
Cable Co. (Warwick)

MUNICIPALITY...

Pelham Manor
Rye

Rye

Rye Brook
Scarsdale
Tuckahoe
white Plains

Larchmont

Hillburn
Ramapo
Sloatsburg
Suffern
Tuxedo
Tuxedo Park*

Chestnut Ridge
Clarkstown

Grandview-on Hu

Montibello
New Hempstead
Nyack
Orangetown
Piermont
Ramapo

South Nyack
Spring Valley
Upper Nyack
Wesley Hills

Chester
Chester

Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester
Westchester

Westchester

Rockland
Rockland
Rockland
Rockland
Orange
Orange

Rockland
Rockland
Rockland
Rockland
Rocktand
Rockland
Rockland
Rockland
Rockland
Rockland
Rockland
Rockland
Rockland

Orange
Orange

DECEMBER 28, 1992
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10.25
9.00
8.00
8.00

10.25

10.25
9.00

9.95

7.95
6.95
7.95
8.50
7.95
0.00

6.95
6.95
6.95
6.95
6.95
6.95
6.95
6.95
6.95
6.95
6.95
6.95
6.95

8.20
12.50

33
33
33
33
33
33
33

33

26
14
26
26
26

14
14
14
14
14
14
14
14
14
14
14
14
14

18
18

15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50
15.50

15.50

14.95
15.95
14.95
14.95
14.95

0.00

15.95
15.95
15.95
15.95
15.95
15.95
15.95
15.95
15.95
15.95
15.95
15.95
15.95

14.00
14.00
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33

26
24
26
26
26

24
24
24
24
24
24
24
24
24
24
24
24
24

25
25

19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95

19.95

19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95
19.95

23.95
23.95
23.95
23.95
23.75
23.95
23.95
23.95
23.95
23.95
23.95
23.95
23.95

21.00
21.00

BASIC92

38

29
29
29
29
29
29

43
43
43
43
43
43
43
43
43
43
43
43
43

33
33



EXPANDED BASIC RATES FOR 1984, 1989 AND 1992 BY COMPANY

Company Name.....coveucunees .o

TKR Cable Co.
TKR Cable Co.
TKR Cable Co.
TKR Cable Co.

Taconic Technology Corp.
Taconic Technology Corp.
Taconic Technology Corp.
Taconic Technology Corp.
Taconic Technology Corp.
Taconic Technology Corp.
Taconic Technology Corp.
Taconic Technology Corp.
Yaconic Technology Corp.

Time Warner Cable of New York
Time Warner Cable of New York
Time Warner Cable of New York

Time Warner Cable of New York

Turin Cable TV
Turin Cable TV

U.S. Cable Corp.
U.S. Cable Corp.
U.S. Cable Corp.
U.S. Cable Corp.

U.S. Cable Corp.
U.S. Cable Corp.
U.S. Cable Corp.
U.S. Cable Corp.

SYSTEM NAME....... cecsensseannnanes

TKR Cable Co.

(Warwick)

TKR Cable Co. (Warwick)

TKR Cable Co.

(Warwick)

TKR Cable Co. (Warwick)

Taconic Techno
Taconic Techno
Taconic Techno
Taconic Techno
Taconic Techno
Taconic Techno
Taconic Techno
Taconic Techno
Taconic Techno

BQ Division
BQ Division
BQ Division

Time Warner of

Turin Cable TV
Turin Cable TV

U.S. Cable of Tri-County,
U.S. Cable of Tri-County,
U.S. Cable of Tri-County,
U.S. Cable of Tri-County,

U.S. Cable-Arc

logy Corp.
logy Corp.
logy Corp.
logy Corp.
logy Corp.
logy Corp.
Logy Corp.
logy Corp.
logy Corp.

New York City

ade

U.S. Cable-Arcade

U.S. Cable-Arc
U.Ss. Cable-Arc

ade
ade

Ltd.
Ltd.
Ltd.
Ltd.

MUNICIPALITY...

Florida
Greenwood Lake
Warwick
Warwick -

Ancram
Austerlitz
Canaan*
Chatham
Chatham
Copake
Ghent
Hillsdale
New Lebanon

Brooklyn* #
Queens™
Queens* #

New York

Turin*
Turin*

Cold Spring
Conewango
Ischua
Mansfield

Arcade
Arcade
Delevan
Freedom

Orange
Orange
Orange
Orange

Columbia
Cotumbia
Columbia
Columbia
Columbia
Columbia
Columbia
Columbia
Columbia

Kings
Queens
Queens

New York

Lewis
Lewis

Cattaraugus
Cattaraugus
Cattaraugus
Cattaraugus

Wyoming
Wyoming
Cattaraugus
Cattaraugus

DECEMBER 28,1992
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8.20
8.20
8.20
8.20

0.00
0.00
0.00
8.95
8.95
0.00
8.95
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

11.75

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00

18
18
18
18

o o o

12
12

12

3

o

o O O O

14.00
14.00
14.00
14.00

0.00
0.00
8.95
8.95
8.95
0.00
8.95
0.00
0.00

17.95
17.95
17.95

16.95

11.95
11.95

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

17.80
17.80
17.80
17.80
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25
25
25
25

12
12
12

12

51
57
51
3

1"
11

o 0 o o

21
21
21
21

21.00
21.00
21.00
21.00

24.00
26.75
26.75
26.75
26.75
19.45
26.75
26.75
26.75

22.95
22.95
22.95

20.95

14.50
14.50

24.45
24.45
24.45
24 .45

27.20
27.20
27.20
27.20

BASIC92

33
33
33
33

33
33
33
33
33
33
33
33
33

57
58
57

41

15
15

28
28
28
28

28
28
28
28



EXPANDED BASIC RATES FOR 1984, 1989 AND 1992 BY COMPANY

Company Name............. caene

U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable

U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable

U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable

U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable

U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable

U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable

U.S. Cable
U.Ss. Cable
U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable

U.S. Cable
U.S. Cable

U.S. Cable

Corp.
Corp.
Corp.

Corp.
Corp.

Corp.
Corp.
Corp.
Corp.
Corp.
Corp.
Corp.

Corp.
Corp.

Corp.
Corp.

Corp.
Corp.

Corp.
Corp.
Corp.
Corp.

Corp.
Corp.

Corp.

SYSTEM NAME........... cesestanaanne

u.s.
u.s.
u.s.

u.s.
u.s.

-U.S.

u.s.
u.s.
u.s.
u.s.
u.s.
u.s.

U.s.
u.s.

u.s.
u.s.

u.s.
u.s.

u.s.
u.s.
u.s.
u.s.

u.s.
u.s.

U.s.

Cable-Arcade
Cable-Arcade
Cable-Arcade

Cable-Cattaraugus
Cable-Cattaraugus

Cable-Collins
Cable-Collins
Cable-Collins
Cable-Collins
Cable-Collins
Cable-Collins
Cable-Collins

Cable-Concord
Cable-Concord

Cable-Cuba
Cable-Cuba

Cable-Ellicottville
Cable-Ellicottville

Cable-Evangola
Cable-Evangola
Cable-Evangota
Cable-Evangola

Cable-Franklinville
Cable-Franklinville

Cable-Randolph

MUNICIPALITY...

Machias
Sardinia
Yorkshire

Cattaraugus
New Albion

Collins
Gowanda

North Collins
North Collins
Perrysburg
Perrysburg
Persia

Concord
Springville

Cuba
Cuba

Ellicottville
Ellicottville

Angola*
Brant
Evans*
Farnam

Franklinville
Franklinville

East Randolph

Cattaraugus
Erie
Cattaraugus

Cattaraugus
Cattaraugus

Erie
Cattaraugus
Erie
Erie
Cattaraugus
Cattaraugus
Cattaraugus

Erie
Erie

Allegany
Al legany

Cattaraugus
Cattaraugus

Erie
Erie
Erie
Erie

Cattaraugus
Cattaraugus

Cattaraugus

DECEMBER 28,1992

RATES4 BASICB4-

10.00
10.00
10.00

10.00
10.00

10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00

0.00

10.00
10.00

9.00
9.00

10.00
10.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

10.00
10.00

10.00

1
1"
1

11
1"

1
"
1
"
1
11

1"

1

1"
1

1

o o o o

1"

1"

17.80
17.80
17.80

18.95
18.95

17.80
17.80
17.80
17.80
17.80
17.80

0.00

18.95
17.80

13.00
13.00

17.80
17.80

12.95
0.00
12.95
0.00

17.80
17.80

17.80
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21
21
21

22
22

21
21
21
21
21
21

22

21

19
19

21
21

30

30

21

21

21

27.20
27.20
27.20

27.20
27.20

27.20
27.20
27.20
27.20
27.20
27.20
27.20

27.20
27.20

25.70
25.70

27.20
27.20

21.45
21.45
21.45
21.45

27.20
27.20

27.20

BAS1CY2

28
28
28

28
28

28
28
28
28
28
28
28

28
28

29
29

28
28

35
35
35
35

28
28

28



EXPANDED BASIC RATES FOR 1984, 1989 AND 1992 BY COMPANY
SYSTEM NAME......... .

U.S. Cable Corp.
U.S. Cable Corp.

U.S. Cable Corp.
U.S. Cable Corp.
U.s. Cable Corp.
U.S. Cable Corp.
U.S. Cable Corp.
U.s. Cable Corp.
U.S. Cable Corp.
U.S. Cable Corp.:
U.S. Cable Corp.

United Video Cablevision
United Video Cablevision
United Video Cablevision

Vidacable TV Systems
Vidacable TV Systems

Warner
Warner
Warner
Warner
Warner
MWarner
Warner

Warsaw
Warsaw

Communications,
Communications,
Communications,
Communications,
Communications,
Communications,
Communications,

Cable TV Corp.
Cable TV Corp.

Inc.
Inc.
Inc.

Inc.

Inc.

uU.s.
u.s.

U.s.
u.s.
u.s.
u.s.
u.s.
u.s.
u.s.
uU.s.
u.s.

Cable-Randolph
Cable-Randolph

Cable-Westfield
Cable-Westfield
Cable-Westfield
Cable-Westfield
Cable-Westfield
Cable-Westfield
Cable-Westfield
Cable-Westfield
Cable-Westfield

Community Cable Svs.
Community Cable Svs.
Community Cable Svs.

Vidacable TV Systems
Vidacable TV Systems

Warner Communications
Warner Communications
Warner Communications
Warner Communications
Warner Communications

Warner Communications
Warner Communications

Warsaw Cable TV Corp.
Warsaw Cable TV Corp.

of W'chester
of W'chester
of W!chester

of Olean
of Olean
of Olean
of Olean
of Olean
of Olean
of Olean

MUNICIPALITY...

Randolph
Randolph

Chautauqua
Mayville
North Harmony
Portland*
Ripley
Sherman
Sherman
Westfield
Westfield

Lewisboro*
North Salem*
Pound Ridge

Marbletown
Rosendale

Allegany #
Allegany #
Hinsdale #
Olean #

Olean #

Portville #
Portville #

Warsaw
Warsaw #

DECEMBER 28,1992

County.........

Cattaraugus 10.00
Cattaraugus 10.00
Chautauqua 5.00
Chautauqua 5.00
Chautauqua 0.00
Chautauqua 0.00
Chautauqua 5.00
Chautauqua 0.00
Chautauqua 0.00
Chautauqua 5.00
Chautauqua 5.00
Westchester 0.00
Westchester 0.00
Westchester 0.00
Ulster 8.00
Ulster 8.00
Cattaraugus 8.00
Cattaraugus 8.00
Cattaraugus 8.00
Cattaraugus 8.00
Cattaraugus 8.00
Cattaraugus 8.00
Cattaraugus 8.00
Wyoming 0.00
Wyoming 6.95

RATE8B4 BASIC84

11
11

1"
1

20
20
"
20
20
20

T 20

12

17.80
17.80

12.95
12.95
0.00
9.95
12.95
0.00
0.00
12.95
12.95

9.95
9.95
9.95

12.900
12.00

14.95
14.95
14.95
14.95
14.95
14.95
14.95

0.00
8.20
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21
21

28
28

15
28

28
28

19
19
19

U

28
28
28
28
28
28
28

12

27.20
27.20

21.45
21.45
21.45
21.45
21.45
21.45
21.45
21.45
21.45

26.45
26.45
26.45

15.00
15.00

18.89
18.89
18.89
18.89
18.89
18.89
18.89

15.25
15.25

BASIC92

28
28

35
35
35
35
35
35
35
35
35

44
44
44

36
36

30
30
30
30
30
30
30

29
29



APPENDIX B

NEW YORK STATE COMMISSION ON CABLE TELEVISION

In the Matter of 92-217
The Itemization of Franchise Fees ) DOCKET NO. 90389
on Subscriber Bills )

STATEMENT OF POLICY
(Released: April 20, 1992)

During the past months, various cable companies in the state have commenced
the practice of including all or a portion of a franchise fee as a separate line item on a
subscriber’s bill. The practice is manifest in one of two ways. In some instances, the
franchise fee is one of many items, e.g., basic service, premium service, additional outlets,
etc. listed in a single column, the amount for which is included with and added to all other
amounts to arrive at a total amount due. In other instances, the bill recites the various
services subscribed to and the amounts thereof, sets forth a subtotal of all such amounts and
then includes an amount denominated "franchise fee" which, when added to the subtotal,
creates a total amount due at the bottom of the bill. In the latter case, the franchise fee is
treated in the same manner as a sales tax. In either case, the fee is stated as if it were a
direct charge upon the subscriber.

Some companies have instituted this practice coincidental with a franchise
renewal or current increase in the amount of the fee or both. For other companies, the
practice is unrelated to the franchise term or any change in franchise fee requirements.

Because the practice raises fundamental issues concerning the effect of federal
law and the relation of federal statute to state statute, Commission regulations and franchise
fee provisions in cable television franchise agreements, the Commission has determined that
it is appropriate at this time to issue a general statement of policy on franchise fee
itemization and "pass-throughs."

Itemization of Fee

Section 622(f) of the Cable Communications Policy Act of 1984 ("Cable Act")
(47 USC Section 542(f)) provides that "[a] cable operator may designate that portion of a
subscriber’s bill attributable to the franchise fee as a separate item on the bill." Consistent
with this section, a cable operator may include on a subscriber’s bill a separate statement
indicating the portion of the bill--as a percentage or fixed amount--that will be payable as
a franchise fee by the cable company to the franchising authority. This section is not
authority for including a franchise fee as a separate billable line item on a subscriber’s bill.
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In this regard, we note that franchise agreements in New York State have
traditionally required franchise fees based on a percentage of revenues--either all or some
portion thereof--received by the company from subscribers and, in some cases, from other
sources. In other words, the fee is calculated as a percentage of all revenues received
without deduction or allocation for such portion of the revenues as may ultimately be paid
by the cable company to the municipal government in fulfillment of the franchise fee
obligation. This practice is fully consistent with Section 817 of the Executive Law which
requires the Commission to impose an assessment upon cable companies calculated on
"gross annual receipts.” The only exception from "gross annual receipts" recognized in the
statute would include sales taxes which are imposed directly on subscribers. (See, e.g., Tax
Law, Section 1131(2)) Neither the municipal franchise fee nor the amount of the
Commission’s assessment is excluded from "gross annual receipts.”

The practice of billing the fee as a separate line item in addition to rates
transforms the very nature of the fee from a component of doing business calculated on all
revenues to a separate add-on charge imposed directly on subscribers. This practice also
has the effect of transforming the very method by which the fee is calculated and, therefore,
purports to modify the underlying statutory and franchise obligations. A simple example will
illustrate the effect of itemization. Assume a cable company has been charging $20 per
month for a service under a franchise which requires a franchise fee of 3%. The franchise
fee attributable to such bill would be sixty cents. If the company determines to separate and
itemize the fee as an add-on in the manner of a sales tax, the bill is likely to read as follows:

Basic service rate --- $20.00
Franchise fee - $0.60
Total $20.60

1 Section 817(2) provides that the Commission "shall. . .bill and collect. . .[from
cable companies]. . .the total direct and indirect costs necessary to operate and administer the
commission for the. . .state fiscal year." Each company is required to pay a pro rata share of
the commission’s costs based upon its gross annual receipts when compared to the gross
annual receipts of all companies.

"Gross annual receipts” is defined in Section 812(5) as follows: . .any and all
compensation received directly or indirectly by a cable television company from its operations
within the state, including but not limited to sums received from subscribers or users in
payment for programs received and/or transmitted, advertising and carrier service revenue
and any other moneys that constitute income in accordance with the system of accounts
approved by the commission.

Gross annual receipts shall not include any taxes on services furnished by a cable
television company imposed directly on any subscriber or user by any municipality, state, or
other governmental unit and collected by the company for such governmental unit."

"



Apart from the fact that this is a rate increase subject to notice requirements (and government
approval in the absence of effective competition), it is readily apparent that the company, by
its own unilateral act, has purported to change the manner of calculating the fee by reducing
the base from the total amount billed to an amount which is artificially described as the "rate."
In fact, $0.60 is but 2.91% of $20.60 -- the total amount billed. If the fee is calculated as
before -- 3% of the full amount billed -- the fee attributable to the bill would be sixty-two
cents. We find nothing in the Cable Act to suggest that Congress intended to transform the
nature of a franchise fee or to amend existing franchises by permitting cable television
companies to reduce franchise fee obligations by manipulating the subscriber’s bill in such
manner. On the contrary, the effect of Section 622(a) was to increase from 3% to 5% of gross
receipts the amount of franchise fees which could be required in a franchise.

It could be argued that a cable company is free to bill in this manner without
also intending to modify its franchise fee obligation. If so, such a bill would be inaccurate
and, therefore, misleading. Nothing in the Cable Act authorizes cable companies to engage
in inaccurate and misleading billing practices.

We also note the likelihood that some cable companies would argue that the
franchise fee is a tax and, as such, is a separately billable item. We need not finally determine
whether the franchise fee is a tax for the simple reason that even if the franchise fee is in the
nature of the tax, under New York State law it would be in the nature of a special franchise
or real property tax; but clearly not in the nature of a sales tax.> The special franchise tax
is imposed on the owner of the special franchise property, i.e., the cable company, and not on
the subscriber directly. As such, it is simply a component of doing business similar to other
non-sales taxes and business costs.

? Section 626 of the Real Property Tax Law ("RPTL") provides as follows:

"1. (a) When a tax levied on a special franchise is due in any assessing unit, if the
special franchise owner has paid such assessing unit for its exclusive use during
the past year under any agreement or statute requiring the same, a sum based
upon a percentage of gross earnings or other income, a license fee or other sum
of money on account of such special franchise possessed by such special franchise
owner, which payment was in the nature of a tax, all amounts so paid for the
exclusive use of such assessing unit, except money paid or expended for paving
or repairing the pavement of a street, highway or public place, and except in a
city having a population of one hundred seventy-five thousand or more according
to the latest federal census, car license fees or tolls paid for the privilege of
crossing a bridge owned by the city, shall be deducted from the tax based on the
assessment made by the state board for purposes of the assessing unit, but not
otherwise, and the remainder shall be the tax on such special franchise payable
for such propose."
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In sum, it is our determination that franchise fees cannot be stated as a separate
line item on subscriber bills as direct charges on subscribers. This policy does not prevent
cable companies from informing subscribers on bills, or otherwise, of the fact that franchise
fees are paid to government, including the specific amount of the fee attributable to an
individual bill. It is consistent with the Cable Act because companies may include a statement
on the bill which identifies the franchise fee without imposing a separate and direct charge
for the fee itself.

Pass Through Provisi

We also take this opportunity to express our policy with respect to the so-called
"pass through" provisions in the Cable Act. Section 622(c) of the Cable Act (47 USC 542(c))
provides that "[a] cable operator may pass through to subscribers the amount of any increase
in a franchise fee unless the franchising authority demonstrates that the rate structure
specified in the franchise reflects all costs of franchise fees and so notifies the cable operator
in writing." Section 622(c) provides that "[a]ny cable operator shall pass through to subscribers
the amount of any decrease in a franchise fee."

The issue here is whether these provisions have meaning in a deregulated cable
community.

We note, initially, that for many years prior to the enactment of the Cable Act
the rates for premium cable television services had been deregulated by the Federal
Communications Commission ("FCC"). See Brookhaven v, Kelly, (428 F.Supp. 1216 N.D. New
York (1977); 573 F.2d 765, 2d Cir. (1978)) We also note that in many, if not all, cable
television franchise agreements in New York State a franchise fee is required to be paid based
on revenues derived by the cable television franchisee from premium services or some portion
thereof. In fact, at the time the Cable Act became law, cable companies could unilaterally
price premium services to account for all costs including franchise fees and increases therein.

As a practical matter, the Cable Act did not alter the regulatory status of
premium services. Section 623 of the statute provides that "[a]ny franchising authority may
regulate the rates for the provision of cable service. . .provided over a cable system to cable
subscribers, but only to the extent provided under this section." Section 623(b)(1) required
the Federal Communications Commission to "prescribe and make effective regulations which
authorize a franchising authority to regulate rates for the provision of basic cable service in
circumstances in which a cable system is not subject to effective competition." Under Section
623, only basic cable service can be subject to rate regulation.> Cable companies remain free

3 Although basic cable service is defined in such a way as it is theoretically possible that
single channel premium services could be marketed as part of basic service, we are not aware
of any such circumstances and it is unlikely that a cable company which is not subject to
effective competition would choose to submit rates for premium service to regulation by such
marketing practice.
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to price "premium" services without the need for governmental review and approval--a right
which transcends the more limited language in Section 622(c) which merely permits a rate
increase in the event of an increase in franchise fees.

We note, as well, that historically, "pass-through" is used in utility ratemaking to
permit a cost or change in cost to be included in the regulated rate borne by ratepayers.

It fully appears, therefore, that the pass-through provisions in Section 622(c) of
the Cable Act are intended to enable cable television companies to increase regulated rates
by an amount equal to any current increase in the franchise fee attributable to the regulated
rate.* Similarly, the obligation imposed by Section 622(e) to decrease rates by any reduction
in the franchise fee is only sensible in an environment where rates are regulated. Otherwise,
there is no real benefit to subscribers. In sum, the pass-through provisions are redundant in
rate deregulated communities. Granting to a cable company the unilateral ability to charge
to subscribers whatever rate it wants--as the Cable Act does--transcends and makes
meaningless cost pass-throughs which are reflective of a rate regulated environment.

SO ORDERED.

Commissioners Participating: William B. Finneran, Chairman; Theodore E. Mulford,
John A. Passidomo, Barbara T. Rochman, Commissioners.

¢ It is important to note here (1) that Congress sanctioned basic rate regulation for a
minimum of two years following the effective date of the Cable Act for all cable systems
irrespective of the existence of effective competition, and (2) that FCC regulations rather than
statutory mandates caused most cable systems to be rate deregulated.



